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XIII.  SPECIFIC PROVISIONS OF STATE PROGRAMS

Each State must submit a plan to the Secretary that outlines how it intends to conduct a program
in all political subdivisions of the State (not necessarily in a uniform manner) that provides cash
aid to needy families with (or expecting) children and provides parents with job preparation,
work, and support services.  States may determine what benefit levels to set and what categories
of families are eligible.  States have the flexibility to design and operate a program that best
matches their residents’ needs and helps families gain and maintain self-sufficiency.

The original information in the tables in this chapter was based on:  State Temporary Assistance
for Needy Families (TANF) plans and amendments, augmented by information contained in
State policy manuals; discussions between regional staff of the Administration for Children and
Families (ACF) staff and State officials; information compiled from a shared database, known as
the State Plan Database, developed through a public-private collaboration involving ACF, the
Welfare Information Network, the American Public Human Services Association, the National
Governors Association, and the National Conference of State Legislatures.  The tables also
reflect information gathered by the Center for Budget and Policy Priorities (CBPP) and the
Center for Law and Social Policy (CLASP) as part of their State Policy Documentation Project
(SPDP).  These data have been updated to reflect clarifications, corrections, and amendments
subsequent to the preparation of the Third Annual Report to Congress and have been verified by
the States.  The information is current as of June 1, 2001.

Although the State TANF plan is the primary source of information, because of the multiple data
sources used and the amount of cross-checking done in developing the information for this
chapter, this chapter may provide a more complete picture of what State TANF programs are
doing than a pure State plan summary could do.  For the same reasons, the information in this
chapter forms the basis for the State Policy Choices section of the Executive Summary.  Table
13.1 contains the effective dates of each State TANF plan.  Four States (Massachusetts,
Michigan, Vermont, and Wisconsin) needed to renew eligibility status for FY 1999 by
submitting complete plans no later than the close of the first quarter of FY 1999, or by December
31, 1998.  These four States all completed this process in early FY 1999.  All remaining States,
which submitted initial complete plans after September 30,1996, submitted new plans by the end
of calendar year 1999 in order to renew their eligibility status for FY 2000. Michigan opted to
renew its eligibility status before FY 2002 by submitting a complete TANF renewal plan with an
effective date of October 1, 2000.

In this chapter DHHS has organized the multitude of policy choices into some common themes:
(1) requiring work and making work pay; (2) encouraging personal responsibility; (3) time
limiting assistance; (4) assisting fragile families; and (5) other key provisions.
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Requiring Work and Making Work Pay

Time Frame for Work

TANF Provision:  Under TANF, parents or caretakers must engage in work (as defined by the
State) when determined ready, or no later than 24 months, whichever is earlier.  (See Table
13:2.)

• Thirty States require work immediately upon receipt of benefits.

• Eight States require work within six months or less of receipt of benefits.

• Twelve States require work at 24 months of receipt of benefits.

• Under a waiver, one State requires work within 30 months of receipt of benefits.

TANF Provision:  States have the option to exempt single parents with children up to one year
of age from work requirements, and to disregard them from the calculation of the work
participation rates for a cumulative lifetime total of 12 months.  States have the flexibility to
provide exemptions to other families.  However, all other families with an adult or minor head of
household are included in the State's participation rate calculations.  States that received waivers
prior to enactment of the Personal Responsibility and Work Opportunity Reconciliation Act of
1996 (PRWORA) may continue exemption policies approved under those waivers for the
duration of the waiver period.  (See Map 13:1.)

• Five States (Massachusetts, New Hampshire, Texas, Vermont, and Virginia) have an age of
the youngest child exemption over 12 months, ranging from age 18 months to six years.

• Twenty-three States exempt families with a child under age 12 months from work
requirements.

• Nineteen States exempt families with a child under age six months from work requirements.

• Four States (Colorado, Iowa, Montana, and Utah) have no automatic age of youngest child
exemption from work requirements.  In these States, the determination for youngest child
exemption from work requirements is generally on a case-by-case basis.

States also grant exemptions from State work requirements for a variety of other reasons.  (See
Table 13:3.)

• Thirty-four States exempt adults who are disabled or have a temporary illness or incapacity.

• Thirty-four States exempt adults who are caring for a disabled household member.

• Twenty-eight States exempt adults due to advanced age.

• Thirty States exempt victims of domestic violence.
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• Twenty-seven States exempt adults where child care is not available.

• Twenty-one States exempt pregnant women at some point during their pregnancy.

Exemption criteria in the “other” category include:  transportation not available; non-parental
adult recipients; living in remote area; Volunteers in Service to America (VISTA) volunteers;
support services not available; determined unemployable by health care provider; caretaker of
child at risk of placement in foster care; personal or family crisis; and participating in drug,
alcohol, or mental health treatment program.

States Claiming Continuing Waiver Inconsistencies with Respect to Work Requirements

A State may have received a waiver to modify its work requirements under the former Aid to
Families with Dependent Children program (AFDC) program.  To the extent that the Federal
TANF work requirements are inconsistent with the State's waiver work requirements, the State
may be allowed to follow its approved waiver policy rather than the Federal TANF policy, until
expiration of the waiver.  The TANF final rules required States to file a certification with DHHS
by October 1, 1999, if they intended to follow inconsistent waiver policies.  (See Table 13:14.)

Treatment of Earnings

TANF Provision:  PRWORA does not specify how States should treat earnings in determining
families’ eligibility for TANF assistance.  Thus, States have the flexibility to establish the
income eligibility rules that best meet their residents' needs.  However, as a means to help
families transition from welfare to work and to help make work pay, all States disregard a
portion of a family's earned income when determining benefit levels, and most States also
disregard a portion of earned income in determining eligibility.  (See Table 13:5.)

• Most States made changes to the income eligibility rules under TANF.  Generally, these
States simplified and expanded the treatment of earnings compared to the AFDC rules.  (In
addition to a dependant care disregard, AFDC rules provided for a $90 disregard, a $30
disregard available for 12 months, plus a 1/3 disregard available for four consecutive
months.)  States made changes to the way earnings are treated generally in one of three ways.

 They disregarded a different percentage of all earnings (e.g., Idaho disregards 60 % of
earnings).

 They disregarded a different fixed dollar amount (e.g., Wyoming disregards $200 per
adult).

 They provided disregards that combined a different fixed dollar amount and percentage
of the remaining earnings (e.g., Rhode Island disregards $170 plus 50 % of the remaining
earnings).

Many States also extended the period of time for which disregards were available or made the
disregards available without a time limit.
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Resource Levels

TANF Provision:  PRWORA does not specify the total resource level that States are to use to
determine eligibility for families.  States have the flexibility to set the resource level to determine
eligibility that best meets the needs of their residents.  (See Table 13:6.)

General Asset Limits

TANF Provision:  PRWORA does not specify the general asset limits that States are to use
under TANF.  States have the flexibility to set the general asset limit at the level that best meets
their residents' needs.

• Every State, except Ohio, denies eligibility to families with countable assets above specified
limits.  Most States increased the limits above the former AFDC program limit of $1,000.
The higher limits for families range from $1,500 to $8,000. Additionally, several States apply
higher asset levels if households include an elderly or disabled person or more than one adult.

• Forty States increased the asset limit for both applicants and current recipients.

• Four States increased the asset limit for current recipients and maintained the prior AFDC
limits for applicants.

• Seven States maintained the same level as under the former AFDC program for both
applicants and current recipients.

Vehicle Asset Level

TANF Provision:  PRWORA does not specify the vehicle asset level that States are to use under
TANF.  States have the flexibility to set the vehicle asset limit at the level that best meets their
residents' needs.

• Every State increased the vehicle asset level above the prior AFDC limit for the family's
primary automobile.

• Twenty-eight States have chosen to simply disregard the value of at least one automobile for
a family.

• The remaining States exclude a portion of a car's value ranging from $3,959 up to $12,000.

Individual Development Accounts

TANF Provision:  The TANF statute specifically authorizes States to fund Individual
Development Accounts (IDAs) established by TANF-eligible individuals.  IDAs are restricted
savings accounts that allow individuals to accumulate savings that can be used for postsecondary
educational expenses, first home purchase, or business capitalization.  The IDA program in the
TANF statute allows individuals to contribute to an IDA such amounts as are derived only from
earned income (while other IDAs might allow contributions to come from any source of
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income).  Funds in a TANF IDA (including earned interest) are disregarded in determining
eligibility and benefits in any program that uses financial considerations in such determinations.

Because of the funding flexibility under TANF, States could also use Federal TANF or State
MOE funds to fund IDAs established under another authority.  The following data are not limited
to IDAs authorized under the specific provision in the TANF statute.  (See Table 13:7.)  Thirty-
one States allow TANF recipients to establish IDAs.  Of these:

• twenty-seven allow them for postsecondary education;

• twenty-four allow them for first home purchase;

• twenty-five allow them for business capitalization;

• three allow them for medical expenses; and

• twelve allow them for other uses, e.g., training program expenses.

Encouraging Personal Responsibility

Individual Responsibility Plan

TANF Provision:  States are required to make an initial assessment of the skills, prior work
experience, and employability of each recipient who is 18 years or older or has no high school
diploma or GED.  The State, in consultation with the individual, may develop an individual
responsibility plan.

• Every State requires TANF applicants and recipients to complete an Individual
Responsibility Plan (IRP).  Most IRPs include provisions to require immunization, school
attendance, and cooperation with child support enforcement.  Refusal to sign an IRP
generally results in ineligibility.   Sanctions for non-cooperation with plan activities after
signing the plan result in immediate termination or benefit reduction, or, initially, to benefit
reduction followed by termination if there is continued non-cooperation.

Initial and Maximum Sanctions for Not Complying With Work Requirements

TANF Provision: If an individual in a family receiving assistance refuses to engage in required
work, a State has the option to either reduce or terminate the amount of assistance payable to the
family, subject to good cause. (See Table 13:8.)

• For the first instance of noncompliance:

 thirty-six States impose a partial-grant reduction;

 fourteen States impose a 100% grant reduction; and

 one State gives a written warning.
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• For an ultimate sanction:

• fifteen States impose a partial-grant reduction; and

• thirty-six States impose a 100 percent grant reduction.

All States increase the duration or the amount of the sanction for prolonged or repeated
noncompliance with work requirements.  For example, in Connecticut, the first instance of
noncompliance results in a 20% reduction; the second, a 35% reduction; and ultimately in a
100% grant reduction.  In Ohio, the initial sanction results in a 100% benefit reduction for
one month or until compliance, whichever is longer, and escalates to a 100% benefit
reduction for six months or until compliance, whichever is longer.  In West Virginia, the first
instance of noncompliance results in a benefit reduction for a minimum of three months,
escalating to a loss of all cash for at least six months.  See Table 13:8 for States' sanction
policies for initial and maximum sanctions for noncompliance with TANF work
requirements.

Child Support Enforcement

TANF Provision:  Title III of PRWORA establishes stricter child support enforcement policies.
States must operate a child support enforcement program meeting general requirements in order
to be eligible for TANF.  Recipients must assign rights to child support and cooperate with
paternity establishment efforts.  States have the option to either deny cash assistance or reduce
assistance by at least 25% to those individuals who fail to cooperate with paternity establishment
or with obtaining child support.  (See Map 13:2.)

• Thirty States have elected to terminate cash assistance to families for failure to cooperate
with child support requirements. Most of those States will restore cash assistance upon
cooperation with requirements.

Applicant Cash Diversion Programs

TANF Provision:  PRWORA contains no specific diversion provisions.  Because the law is
silent on diversion, it allows States to provide diversion assistance.  As such, the majority of
States now offer applicant diversion assistance to families as an alternative to ongoing TANF
assistance.  Generally, this assistance comes in the form of benefit payments designed to provide
short-term financial assistance to meet critical needs in order to secure or retain employment.
Typically, States provide several months of benefits in one lump sum.  A few States provide a
flat amount.  By accepting the diversion payment, the family generally agrees not to re-apply for
cash assistance for a specified period of time, e.g., receipt of a diversion payment equal to three
months of benefits results in family agreeing to not re-apply for benefits for three months.  A
number of diversion programs provide applicant job search, other services, and/or referral to
alternative assistance programs.  (See Table 13:9.)

• Thirty-three States now offer applicant diversion assistance.
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Time Limiting Assistance

General Provisions:  States generally may not use Federal funds to provide assistance to a
family that includes an adult head of household or a spouse of the head of household who has
received assistance for 60 months (whether or not consecutive).  However, States may extend
federally-funded assistance beyond 60 months to up to 20 percent of the caseload, without
penalty, based on hardship or domestic violence.  States also have the option to set lower time
limits on the receipt of TANF benefits.  (See Table 13:10.)

State policies related to time limiting assistance to a family vary greatly.  In a few cases, States
had received waivers under section 1115 of the Act to implement time limits before PRWORA.
These States have the authority to continue their waiver policies for the duration of their waivers.
Furthermore, the flexibility available in the use of State funds allows each State to structure its
time limit policies in a variety of ways.  For example, a State may use segregated or separate
State-only funds to provide assistance to families that it wishes to exempt from the time limit or
to families that have reached the 60-month Federal time limit, in excess of the 20 percent cap.

Exemption Provisions:  The term "exemption," when applied to time limits, refers to a
circumstance under which a month of assistance does not count in determining whether the
family has reached its time limit.  The Federal statute provides limited exemptions from the
Federal time limit.  More specifically, States must exempt:  families not containing an adult head
of household or adult head of household receiving assistance, months of assistance received by
an adult while he or she was still a minor child, and any month in which the family lived on an
Indian reservation or Alaskan Native village with an unemployment rate above 50 percent.

States have the flexibility to exempt additional categories of families from their State time limits.
However, an exemption under State policy would not affect the accrual of months under the
Federal time limit.  (See Table 13:11.)

• Most States exemption policies fall into the following categories:

 age of parent or caretaker;

 mentally or physically disabled parent or caretaker;

 caring for a disabled dependent; and

 victim of domestic violence.

Extension Provisions:  States may provide assistance with Federal TANF funds to a family that
includes an adult head of household or spouse of a head of household that has received TANF-
funded assistance for 60 months, based on hardship or domestic violence, provided that such
families do not make up more than 20 percent of the State's caseload.  (See Table 13:12.)

• Most States extension policies fall into the following categories:

 domestic violence;
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 underemployed;

 mentally or physically disabled caretaker;

 caring for disabled dependent;

 working toward completion of education or training;

 residing in areas of high unemployment; and

 hardship.

Highlights of State Time-Limit Policies

State Policies To Limit The Time That Families May Receive TANF Assistance Vary.

• Thirty-eight States apply a 60-month lifetime limit.

• Six States continue to provide assistance to children in the family after the adults in the
family reach the time limit and no longer receive assistance (California, District of Columbia,
Maryland, Nebraska, New York, and Rhode Island).  In addition, South Dakota and Colorado
will continue benefits to children under certain circumstances.

• Three States have a 24-month or shorter lifetime limit (Arkansas, Connecticut, and Idaho).

• Four States have a general 36-month or 48-month lifetime limit (Delaware, Florida, Georgia,
and Utah).

• Two States do not have lifetime limits (Massachusetts and Michigan) and will use State-only
funds to continue cash benefits beyond 60 months.

• Eleven States continue to operate under waiver policies that either exempt certain families
from the time limit; do not count months of cash assistance toward the time limit under
specified circumstances; or allow extensions of cash assistance beyond 60 months under
waiver policies that are not limited to 20 percent of the caseload (Arizona, Connecticut,
Delaware, Hawaii, Indiana, Oregon, South Carolina, Tennessee, Virginia and Vermont).

Three States continue waiver policies that result in delaying the counting of months against the
Federal time limit for their entire caseload (Arizona, Indiana, and Vermont).  However, Arizona
and Indiana apply State-only time limits that terminate cash benefits for adults only families have
already begun to reach their State's time limits on cash assistance.  (See Map 13:3.)

• As of May 31, 2001, families in 21 States had reached the State's time limit on cash
assistance.

• By the end of calendar year 2001, families in another 11 States reached their State's time
limit.
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• In the remaining States with time limits, families will not reach the time limit until January 1,
2002, and thereafter.

In some States where families have reached the State time limit, few have been terminated due to
the State's exemptions and extensions policies.  However, in other States, early information
indicates that significant numbers have been terminated due to reaching the State's time limit.

States Claiming Continuing Time Limit Waiver Inconsistencies

A State may have received a waiver to implement a time limit on cash assistance under the
former AFDC program.  To the extent that the Federal TANF time limit is inconsistent with the
State's waiver time limit, the State may be allowed to follow its approved waiver policy rather
than the Federal TANF policy, until expiration of the waiver.  The TANF final rules required
States to file a certification with DHHS by October 1, 1999, if they intended to follow
inconsistent waiver policies.  Table 13:13 summarizes the waiver inconsistency claims by States
with respect to time limits.

Assisting Fragile Families

Adoption of Family Violence Option

TANF Provision:  Each State has the option to certify in its State plan that it has established and
is enforcing standards and procedures to: (1) screen and identify individuals with a history of
domestic violence (while maintaining their confidentiality); (2) refer such individuals for
counseling and supportive services; and (3) waive program requirements, as appropriate, based
on safety and fairness concerns.  This provision is commonly referred to as the Family Violence
Option (See Table 13:14.)

• Forty States have certified that they have implemented this provision.  This figure includes
Colorado and Indiana, which provided certification since January 2000.

• All other States are providing related services for victims of domestic violence, but have not
yet adopted the Family Violence Option.

Assessments and Services for Those with Employment Barriers

TANF Provision:  TANF agencies must make an initial assessment of the skills, prior work
experience, and the employability of each adult recipient of assistance and school dropout.
States have flexibility to decide the obligations that apply to each individual and the services that
they will make available.  They may require individuals to undergo substance abuse treatment.
As shown in Tables 13:15 and 13:16, most States assess clients for a variety of barriers to
employment and most offer intensive services to address these barriers.

• Fifty States have procedures to identify domestic violence, and forty-four States target
intensive services towards that barrier.
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• Thirty-eight States have procedures to identify depression, and thirty States target intensive
services towards that barrier.

• Forty States have procedures to identify other mental health issues, and thirty-three States
target intensive services towards that barrier.

• Forty States have procedures to identify learning disabilities, and thirty-one States target
intensive services towards that barrier.

• Forty-four States have procedures to identify physical disabilities, and thirty-four States
target intensive services towards that barrier.

• Forty-four States have procedures to identify alcohol dependence, and thirty-eight States
target intensive services towards that barrier.

• Forty-four States have procedures to identify drug dependence, and thirty-eight States target
intensive services towards that barrier.

Other Key Policies

Family Cap

TANF Provision: PRWORA did not include a specific family cap provision.  However, States
have the flexibility under TANF not to increase cash assistance after the birth of an additional
child to a family already receiving TANF benefits.  (See Map 13.4 and Table 13:17.)

• Sixteen States have elected not to increase cash assistance after the birth of an additional
child while the family is on TANF.

• Idaho and Wisconsin have flat grants.  In Idaho, the TANF grant is typically the same
amount for families of all sizes.   In Wisconsin, the TANF grant is the same amount for all
families with the same work status regardless of family size.

• Connecticut and Florida provide a partial increase in benefits after the birth of  an additional
child while the family is on TANF.

• Maryland, Oklahoma, and South Carolina provide an increase in the form of vouchers.

Benefit Levels

TANF Provision:  States are free to set the benefit levels that apply under their TANF programs.
(See Table 13:18.)

• The majority of States have not raised benefit levels since July 1995, and in a few States
benefit levels have declined.
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• Eighteen States raised their benefit levels between 1995 and January 2000, and nine States
raised their benefits between January 2000 and June 2001.  Of those nine, Kansas, Louisiana,
Massachusetts and Virginia had not previously raised their benefits prior to January 2000.
Five States (Kansas, Mississippi, New Mexico, West Virginia, and Wisconsin) have raised
benefit levels substantially more than the increase in inflation (i.e., 25 percent or more).

Devolution

TANF Provision:  PRWORA provides that the TANF program must serve all political
subdivisions of the State, but not necessarily in a uniform manner.  Unlike prior law, there is also
no requirement for "single State agency" administration.  Thus, States have flexibility to devolve
more responsibility for program design and administration to local governments than existed
under prior law.  While no States have changed their primary form of administration (State
administered, or State supervised, locally administered), several have granted localities greater
flexibility in the design and delivery of programs.  Several have also reallocated responsibilities
between traditional human services agencies and a variety of State workforce agencies.  (See
Tables 13:19 and 13:20.)

Appendices

Table 13:1 Effective Dates Of State TANF Plans

Table 13:2 Time Frame for Work Requirements

Map 13:1 Age of Youngest Child Exemption from Work Requirement

Table 13:3 Exemptions from State Work Requirements

Table 13:4 States Claiming Continuing Waiver Inconsistencies with Respect to Work
Requirement

Table 13:5 Treatment of Earnings

Table 13:6 Resource Limits

Table 13:7 Individual Development Accounts

Table 13:8 Sanction Policies for Noncompliance with Work Requirements

Map 13:2 Maximum Sanction for Noncompliance with Child Support Enforcement
Requirements
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Table 13:11 Time Limit Exemption Criteria
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State  Effective Date Of New Plan
Alabama October 1, 1999
Alaska October 1, 1999
Arizona October 1, 1999
Arkansas December 16, 1999
California October 1, 1999
Colorado October 1, 1999
Connecticut October 1, 1999
Delaware October 1, 1999
Dist. of Col. October 1, 1999
Florida October 1, 1999
Georgia October 1, 1999
Hawaii October 1, 1999
Idaho October 1, 1999
Illinois October 1, 1999
Indiana October 1, 1999
Iowa October 1, 1999
Kansas October 1, 1999
Kentucky October 1, 1999
Louisiana October 1, 1999
Maine November 1, 1999
Maryland October 1, 1999
Massachusetts October 1, 1998
Michigan October 1, 2000
Minnesota October 1, 1999
Mississippi October 1, 1999
Missouri October 1, 1999
Montana January 1, 2000
Nebraska October 1, 1999
Nevada October 1, 1999
New Hampshire October 1, 1999
New Jersey October 1, 1999
New Mexico December 23, 1999
New York November 1, 1999
North Carolina October 1, 1999
North Dakota October 1, 1999
Ohio October 1, 1999
Oklahoma October 1, 1999
Oregon October 1, 1999
Pennsylvania October 1, 1999
Rhode Island October 1, 1999
South Carolina October 1, 1999
South Dakota October 1, 1999
Tennessee October 1, 1999
Texas October 1, 1999
Utah October 1, 1999
Vermont October 1, 1999
Virginia January 1, 2000
Washington December 15, 1999
West Virginia January 1, 2000
Wisconsin October 1, 1998
Wyoming October 1, 1999

Table 13.1 

Effective Dates Of State TANF Plans
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State
Immediately Upon Receipt of 

Benefits
After a Specified Number of 

Months of Benefits
Alabama YES N/A

Alaska N/A 24
Arizona YES N/A

Arkansas YES N/A

California YES N/A

Colorado N/A 24
Connecticut YES N/A

Delaware YES N/A

Dist. of Col. YES N/A

Florida YES N/A

Georgia N/A 24
Hawaii N/A 24
Idaho YES N/A

Illinois YES N/A

Indiana YES N/A

Iowa YES N/A

Kansas N/A 24
Kentucky N/A 6
Louisiana N/A 24
Maine N/A 24
Maryland YES N/A

Massachusetts N/A 2
Michigan N/A 2
Minnesota N/A 24
Mississippi YES N/A

Missouri N/A 24
Montana YES N/A

Nebraska YES N/A

Nevada N/A 24
New Hampshire YES N/A

New Jersey YES N/A

New Mexico N/A 3
New York YES N/A

North Carolina N/A 3
North Dakota YES N/A

Ohio N/A 24
Oklahoma YES N/A

Oregon YES N/A

Pennsylvania N/A 24
Rhode Island N/A 2
South Carolina YES N/A

South Dakota N/A 2
Tennessee YES N/A

Texas YES N/A

Utah YES 12
Vermont1 N/A 30
Virginia N/A 3
Washington YES N/A

West Virginia YES N/A

Wisconsin YES N/A

Wyoming YES N/A

Time Frame for Work Requirements

Table 13:2

[1] State is operating under an approved section 1115 waiver.
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State Asset Level
Primary Vehicle

 Asset Level1

Alabama $2,000 Value excluded

Alaska $1,000 Value excluded

Arizona $2,000 Value excluded

Arkansas $3,000 Value excluded

$2,000 
$3,000 if household includes a disabled 
or aged recipient

Colorado $2,000 Value excluded

Connecticut $3,000 Value up to $9,500

Delaware $1,000 Equity value up to $4,650

Dist. of Col. $2,000 Value excluded

Florida $2,000 

All cars can not exceed a combined 
value of $8,500, 
plus any vehicle needed to transport 
disabled family member.

Georgia $1,000 Equity value up to $4,650

Hawaii $5,000 Value excluded

Idaho $2,000 Fair market value up to $4,650

1 person:  $2,000
2 person:  $3,000
Applicant:  $1,000
Recipient:  $1,500; plus $50 for each 
additional person
Applicant: $2,000
Recipient: $5,000

Kansas $2,000 Value excluded

Kentucky $2,000 Value excluded

Louisiana $2,000 Equity value up to $10,000

Maine $2,000 Value excluded

Maryland $2,000 Value excluded

Massachusetts $2,500 Fair market value up to $10,000, plus 
equity up to $5,000

Michigan $3,000 Value excluded

Indiana Equity value up to $5,000

Table 13:6

Resource Limits

(continued…)

Fair market value up to $4,650California

Iowa Value up to $3,959

Illinois Value excluded
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State Asset Level
Primary Vehicle 

Asset Level1
Applicant:  $2,000
Recipient:  $5,000

Mississippi $2,000 Value excluded

Applicant:  $1,000

Recipient:  $5,000

Montana $3,000 Vehicle with highest equity value 
excluded

1 person: $4,000

2 or more:  $6,000

Nevada $2,000 Value excluded
Applicant:  $1,000
Recipient:  $2,000

New Jersey $2,000 Value up to $9,500

New Mexico $3,500 

Value excluded for one vehicle where 
public transportation is available.  In 
other areas without public transportation, 
one car is excluded for each participant 
engaged in work.

New York $2,000 Equity value up to $4,650, or $9300 if 
working

North Carolina $3,000 Value excluded

1 person:  $5,000
2 or more:  $8,000

Ohio No limit. Value excluded

Oklahoma $1,000 Equity value up to $5,000

Progressing in IRP:  $10,000
All others:  $2,500

Pennsylvania $1,000 Value excluded

Rhode Island $1,000 Value up to $4,650

South Carolina $2,500 Value excluded

South Dakota $2,000 Value excluded

Tennessee $2,000 Equity value up to $4,600

Texas $2,000 Fair market value up to $4,650

Utah $2,000 Equity value up to $8,000

Vermont $1,000 Value excluded

Oregon Value up to $10,000

Value excludedNorth Dakota2

New Hampshire Value excluded

Nebraska Value excluded

Loan value up to $7,500

Missouri Value excluded

Minnesota

Resource Limits

Table 13:6 (cont.)

(continued…)
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State Asset Level
Primary Vehicle 

Asset Level1

Virginia $1,000 Fair market value up to $7,500

Applicant:  $1,000
Recipient:  $4,000

West Virginia $2,000 Value excluded

Wisconsin $2,500 Equity value up to $10,000

Wyoming $2,500 Value up to $12,000

[2] Will decrease to $3000 for one person and $6000 for two persons on 7/01/01.

[1] In addition, several States disregard automobiles if used to transport disabled family members or for work and training.

Table 13:6 (cont.)

Resource Limits

Washington Value up to $5,000
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State Optional Certification1 Other Provisions2

Alabama YES N/A

Alaska YES N/A

Arizona YES N/A

Arkansas YES N/A

California YES N/A

Colorado YES N/A

Connecticut NO YES

Delaware YES N/A

Dist. of Col. YES N/A

Florida YES N/A

Georgia YES N/A

Hawaii YES N/A

Idaho NO YES

Illinois NO3 YES

Indiana YES N/A

Iowa YES N/A

Kansas YES N/A

Kentucky YES N/A

Louisiana YES N/A

Maine NO YES

Maryland YES N/A

Massachusetts YES N/A

Michigan NO YES

Minnesota YES N/A

Mississippi NO YES

Missouri YES N/A

Montana YES N/A

Nebraska YES N/A

Table 13:14

Domestic Violence Provisions

(continued..)



XIII-50 Specific Provisions of State Programs 2001 TANF Annual Report to Congress

State Optional Certification1 Other Provisions2

Nevada YES N/A

New Hampshire YES N/A

New Jersey YES N/A

New Mexico YES N/A

New York YES N/A

North Carolina YES N/A

North Dakota YES N/A

Ohio NO YES4

Oklahoma NO YES

Oregon YES N/A

Pennsylvania YES N/A

Rhode Island YES N/A

South Carolina YES N/A

South Dakota NO YES

Tennessee YES N/A

Texas YES N/A

Utah YES N/A

Vermont YES N/A

Virginia NO YES

Washington YES N/A

West Virginia YES N/A

Wisconsin NO YES

Wyoming YES N/A

[3] Announced plans to adopt FVO; plan will be a amended.
[4] County option.

Table 13:14 (cont.)

Domestic Violence Provisions

[1] State submitted a signed certification that it has established and is enforcing standards and  procedures to 
screen and identify individuals with a history of domestic violence, refer such individuals to counseling and 
supportive services, and waive program requirements based on safety and fairness  concerns (commonly 
called the Family Violence Option, or the Wellstone Murray amendment).

[2] State is addressing the issue of domestic violence under its TANF program, but did not submit the specified 
certification.
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